
Ortotier 13 2003 

Zommlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20551 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o i  "broadcast ilag" technology for dlgltal televlslan As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ieel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In manuiacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Aliowlng mode studlos to veto ieatures d DN-receptlon equlpment wlli enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an lnvestment In ON-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that Ilmlt m y  rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ior dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

.Jonathan Krengel 
13RR hnlsslon Dr 
Sidney NE 69162 
asa 
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Cotntniinoner Sftchael 1. Copps 
Fed-lcili Comtnumcatlons Coinmisston 
443 12th Street, NIX' 
\ Y ' ~ h n g t o ~ ~ ,  D.C. 30554 

Dear \Iichael Copp;. 

i an writltig to voice m y  oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" teclinology for  +tal 
tclemsion rii a consumer and a m e n ,  I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnouatlon, ~ o n s u m e r  
x y l i t s ,  and the ulutnate adoption of D n 7 .  

-1 t a lur t ,  cotnpetltlve market for consumer electronics must Le rooted in manufacmrerr' ability to innoiiite for 
rhrif custotneri. . U o ~ i n g  tnovte s t u d ~ o s  to veto feihlres of DTV-reception equipment udl enable the sh l iLas  to 

tell t e chna la~~r t s  u h t  ticur products they CUI create. ?his will result in products that dod t  necessauly reflect 
x.vliit coniumcis like m e  ~ctudly- want. atid i t  could result in me Lemg chnrged more inoney for infenor 
iuncuona l l~ .  

It tlie FCC issues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would achtd1,v be less likely to make ai investment m D'IX'-c+de 
receivers a i d  other equipment. I will not p q  more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hol lpmod.  
1'lea;r do not maidate broadcast t l y  t e c h n a l o ~  tor & g t d  tdevliion. ?hulk you for  your time. 

s!ilcewl\~> 

Kit:hard .Wqin;t 
4483 Flat Slhoals Kd 

IL'nion Cit, G.4 30291 
CS.A 

=a> 





bVPrln?sday. Octnher 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 l ? t h  Street. NW 
W~it i ingt i : i r i  DC 20554 

Cleir Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of  broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
(:ommunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
?. broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

T t i i  3iyital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
<jig t i l  television eqtiipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for ,vet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

tion I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
 log:^ I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create and palticipate 1 can 

~)rC TV to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
cti i l f i 's football game tci a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
xiaitmerit  ~ I h e  broadcast tlag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I '  t k  tnove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experierice more enjoyable flexible drid 
?xc?t;ng what comuelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
oictdre is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

~ $ -  mere ly  

Cir;ce Miner 
666 West 350 Soutli 
Orein UT 84058 
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Wrclnesday, Or toh r r  22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washinqton, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSlMlLt 

Dear Cominissioiier Copps, 

A I  a coiisomer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
ioii i i i i i inications Cornrriis~ion to vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I ani  gravely concerned 
t l i a t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restr ict  the way I enjoy television. 

Tile digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
diy i ta l  television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  ine as a consuiiier if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet  another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the M P A A  and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
tranTition by making LIS buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition. I a l i i  very concerned about the fa i r~use  implications of the broadcast f laq .  W i th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later;  c l ip a small piece o f  TV and splice it i n to  a home movie; send an email r l i p  
of  i i iy  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  ttip iiiove t o  digi ta l  television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and excitinq, what compellirig reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV 
picture i s  hardly enouyh reason for me t o  dispense wit.11 a l l  my current cotisiimer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a cit izen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digi ta l  
ti ansition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

SI ncerely. 

I inda H. Hell 
211  Pocono Lane 
C a r y ,  N C  27513 



\W?r n?sday Octnher 22  2003 

,Co,nmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 l i t h  Street, NW 

De;Ir Commissioner Copps, 

' 3 consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
riinunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 

dcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

l~tir c i ~ g i t ~ l  television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and biiying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't  mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding ruom 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
h\, making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition I am very concerned ahout the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
! rcI iwlogy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  1 can modify create dnd participate I can 

irr i  1-\/ to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie. serid a11 email clip of my 
;:1'~1d':. football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
sDJrtment The hrciadcastflag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I -  t i le iirove to digital television does not niake the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible arid 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pictiirc is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
ecluiprnent As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digltal transition by 
q x i s i n g  !he broadcast flag 

Sir-erely 

K u r t  Kelson 
60 Seastar Court 
Dana F'oint CA 92629 
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~~,att t l :+te broadcast f l a g  technology for digital television. Thank you for y o u -  time 

.~, I11 ,cere 1 y , -  
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Wednesday, October 22  2003 

Comniissioiier Michael 1. Copps 
445 1N i  Street, NW 
Wasliitigtoii, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coinmunications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
tl iat a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tlie digital televisioii traiisitioii relies 011 conviiicing coirsumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buyi iq 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me a s  a consumer if switcliitig 
dorsi i ' t  mean discarding my existing l iome network, buying iiew high-resolution displays, aiid finding room 
for yet aiiotlier device in my living room. Please do tiot allow tl ie MPAA and i t s  allies t o  liinder tl ie transitioii 
by makiiig us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 additioii, I am very concerned about the fair-use inrplicatioiis o f  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I cair  be inore than a passive recipient of content ~- I can modify, create, and participate. I Ca l i  

record TV to watcli later; clip a sntall piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; seird an email clip of m y  
cliild's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 1V program onto a DVU and play i t  a t  my friend's 
aparttnrirt. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

It tlie move t o  digital television does not make t l ie  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, atid 
excitiirg, what compelliirg reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipmeiht? A prettier TV 
[picture is hardly eiiough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen aird coiisumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital traiisitiolr by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siircereiy, 

Craig Holmes 
2355 Gladstone Place 
Curnnriiig, GA 30041 
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October 22 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 !2th Street NW 
rniashlngton, D C 20554 

Gear hdlchael topps 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast llag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
ccnsumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlnn of DTV 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, anu It could result in me being charged more money for inferlorfunctlonallty 

If t l ie FCC Issues a broadcastllag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investinent In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment 1 wlll not pay more for devices that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Mlchael O'Nelll 
47  valley HIII Dr 
Holden MA 01520 
U S A  
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Wedi iesday ,  Octobei- 22 2003 

( :ommiss ioner  Michae l  I .  Copps  
445 12th Street,  NW 
Washington,  DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dea i~ C o i n m  issioiiei- Copps, 

As a consumei- of b roadcas t  te levis ion,  e lectronics,  a n d  cornputei-  p i -odi icts,  I u r g e  t h e  Federa l  
Cornrn i i i i i ca t ions  C o m m i s s i o n  t o  v o t e  aga ins t  t h e  adopt ion  of a "b roadcas t  f l ag . "  I a m  grave ly  
co i ice i - l ied t h a t  a b roadcas t  f lag reg i i l a t i on  w o i i l d  irestrict t h e  w a y  I e n j o y  te lev is ion .  

~ r lne  d ig i ta l  te lev is ion  t i -ans i t ion i-elies on conv inc ing  c o n s u m e r s  o f  t h e  bene f i t s  o f  sw i tch ing  t o  
a n d  buy ing  d ig i t a l  te lev is ion  e q u i p m e n t .  T h a t  t rans i t i on  wi l l  be fat- t7noi.e pa la tab le  t o  m e  a s  a 
coi isi i tmei- if sw i t ch ing  doesn ' t  rneai i  discai-di i iq m y  ex is t ing  h o m e  netwo i -k ,  buy ing  i i e w  h igh-  
teso lu t i o i i  displays, a n d  f ind i i ig  i-oom f o r  y e t  a i l o t h e r  dev ice in m y  l iv ing irootn. Please d o  n o t  
a l low l l i e  MPAA a n d  i t s  al l ies t o  hindel-  t h e  t i 'a i is i t ion by  m a k i n g  us  b u y  spec ia l -purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  ai-e more  expens ive  a n d  less va luab le .  

111 add i t ion ,  I a m  v e r y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  fa i r -use  imp l ica t ions  o f  t h e  bi-oadcast f lag.  W i t h  
today ' s  techno logy ,  I can b e  m o r e  t h a n  a pass ive rec ip ien t  o f  c o n t e n t  ~~ I can mod i fy ,  c rea te ,  
a i i d  pa r t i c i pa te .  I can irecord Tv t o  w a t c h  latei-; cl ip a small p iece  o f  TV a n d  spl ice it i n t o  a 
h o m e  mov ie ;  send ai1 e m a i l  cl ip o f  my chi ld 's  foo tba l l  g a m e  t o  a d i s tan t  re la t i ve ;  01- reco rd  a 
n/ p i~og i -an i  o n t o  a D V D  a i i d  play it a t  m y  f i - iend's apa i - tmen t .  T h e  b i -oadcast  f lag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  t h i s  c o n t r o l  a n d  f lex ib i l i ty  t h a t  I e n j o y .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i t a l  te lev is ion  d o e s  n o t  m a k e  t h e  publ ic 's v iew i i i g  expel - ience m o r e  
enjoyable,  f lexible, a n d  exci t ing,  w h a t  compel l ing  reason do I h a v e  as a c o n s t i m e r  t o  buy  tnew 
d ig i ta l  e q u i p m e n t ?  A pi-et t ie i -  TV pictui-e is  ha i -d ly  e n o u g h  i -eason f o i - m e  t o  d i s p e n s e  w i t h  a l l  nny 
ci i i i .ei i t  c o n s u m e r  e lec t ron ics  a n d  c o m p u t e r  e q u i p m e n t .  As a cit izen a n d  c o n s u m e r  o f  
bi-oadcast te lev is ion ,  I iii-ge y o u  t o  p i -omote  t h e  d ig i t a l  t rans i t i on  by oppos i i ig  t h e  broadcast  
f lag.  

Si i icer~ely,  

Do11 McCAbe 
610 S. Colo i i ia l  D r ,  







Wediiesday, October 22 2003 

Coriitnissioner Micliael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wdsliiiigton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

[)ear Commissioiier Copps, 

As d consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t l ie Federal 
Cotnmutiications Cotntnissioii to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
tha t  a broadcast flail regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Thr digital television transition relies on cotiviiiciiig consumers of the benefits of switcliiiig t o  and buyitig 
iligital television equipmelit. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me a s  a consumer if switcliiiig 
doesti't meain discarding my existing l iome network, buying new Iiigh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device iii my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the tratisitioii 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast f lag.  With today's 
tpciitiology, I Cali be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I c a n  modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record n/ t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a liome movie; send an email clip of my  
cliild's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 1V program onto a DVD aiid play it a t  my friend's 
apartmelit. The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Tf the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, a t i d  
excitiiig, wl iat  compelling reason do I liave as a CoInsurner to buy iiew digital equipment? A prettier Tv 
Iiictiire IS liardiy enough reason for me t o  dispeiise with all my current cotisumer electronics and computer 
eqiiipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast f laq.  

Sitierely, 

Carla Oolger 
1750 15th avenue 
Satita Crur, CA 95062 



WPdiirsday, October 22 2003 

C.oiiimissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, I4W 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACYIVIILE 

Deal Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coiiiiiiiiiiicatiolis Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flaq." I an, gravely concerned 
t h a t  a broadcast f l aq  regulation would restr ict  the way I enjoy television. 

Tlie digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
diqital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far iiiore palatable t o  me as a consumer if switchinq 
doesri't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for  vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
tratisition by making LIS buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flaq. Wi th  today's 
technoloyy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
c a r  record TV t o  watch later;  c l ip a small piece of TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an eii iail cl ip 
of i i iy  ctiild's football ganie t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

I1 the iiiove t o  digi ta l  television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
,iiid excitinp, wlidt compelling reason do I have as a consunher t o  buy new digi ta l  equipment? A pret t ier  TV 
picture i s  Ihardly enough reason for me t o  dispense wi th  a l l  my current consiiiner electronics and 
computer equipment. As a c i t izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote t h e  digi ta l  
ti ansition by opposing t h e  broadcast f laq.  

Siricerely 

Rirtiard Rlessinq 
843 J A M  Lane 
Hiloxl. MS 39532 
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~v\lednesrlay October 22 2003 

Cornrnissioner Michael J Copps 
4 5  17th Street N W  
Wdshngton, DC 20554 

\Ji4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

!,s a consumer of  broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
::ommiinications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 

st flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

T' .. 
#IC cigital television transition relies on convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 

i.iyts! relevision cquipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
1ocsn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-reSolUtiOn displays and finding room 
frir y d  dnottier device in my living room Please do not allow ttie MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by niaking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
tecinolngy I can be more than a passive recipient of content 1 can modify, create, and participate I can 
: % i ~ i d  TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
rciild's football game to a distant relative or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
2pait:nent The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 

tiire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
iunient As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 

cl'posing ttie broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Sari Martin. CA C5046 
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